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Hegemonv or Practices of Domination ? 
Aspects of Compliance in "Civil Societv" 
I. The question is: why did "the manyn accept war and Fascism ? 
The notion is enormously suggestive: "Hegemony" may provide the key to 
explain the durabilitv of domination in heterogeneous and conflict-ridden 
societies. Or to situate the problem more concretely: In Imperial Germany as in 
other European states the impact of class politics - or, for that matter, of class 
rhetoric - faded away as the respetive governments invoked the nation's and 
even civilization's interests in August 1914. Millions of wage-earners risked their 
lives and fought "the foe". The regiments on either side consisted to a large 
extent of previous comrades. Obviously not only state violence but widely 
shared attitudes had been able to forge a consensus across boundaries of class or 
milieu: "to serve the nation" (or "the king"). The readiness to side with "the 
people" and "the state" instead of pursuing lines of "class" and its proclaimed 
intefiationality revealed attitudes and social mechanisms which did not need to 
be generated anew in 19141. On the contrary, during the later 19th cenhry 
industrial-capitalist societies increasingly had invoked notions of "national" 
distinctiveness if not of superiority. Popular experiences to a large extent were 
shaped not only by the wage-nexus but also by the bonds which the monarchy 
or, for that matter, the republic provided. In the German case, many soldiers 
from proletarian background proudly served in the army or joined the navy2. At  
the same time the slogan of "German quality work, coined by industrialists, was 
no less enthusiastically cheered in the socialist unions. 
The willingness of "the masses" to support brutally enforced demarcations 
between "good Germans" and "foes" in the first world war was reiterated on an 
even more catastrophic scale under German Fascism3. In addition, proletarian 
passivity against, if not acceptance of the Nazi-takeover in 1933 was widespread. 
Contemporary anti-Nazis accused the leaders of the unions and the parties, 
primarily the Social Democrats but also the Communists of being traitors for not 
resisting. However, even if this could be proven, the question remains: why did 
so many "let themselves be betrayed" (Friedrich Engels)? Above all, why did so 
many unobtrusively submit to the Nazi-domination after 1933, even until 1945? 
Again, identifications across the divisions of class and gender, generation and 
milieu triggered compliance to Nazi-appeals for loyalty. To millions the goal of 
building a "Greater Reich" justified to millions the brutal exclusion and even 
murder of so-called "strangers to the community" ("Gemeinschaftsfremde"), for 
instance, gypsies or homosexuals, beggars and vagrants and, simultaneously, of 
"racial enemies" or "Untermenschen", in particular German Jews or Jewish 
Germans. This widely shared consensus to expel the "others" seems in retrospect 
to have prepared the ground in 1939 for expanding the internal warfare across 
Europe and the World - the Holocaust being its "final" conclusion4. 
In both historical examples, the question can be posed in Gramscian terms: 
How did the cultural predominance of elite groups produce consent for the 
ruling block among the subordinate classes in both cases: when this block was 
rather unchanged (as in 1914)s but also when it was partly composed anew (as in 
German Fascism)6? How was "hegemony" actually brought about and what did 
it mean to those concerned ? 
11. "Hegemony": conceptual merits and deficits 
Antonio Gramsci employed the notion of "hegemony" in his writings 
during the years of his incarceration (from 1926 to his death in 1937)'. He never 
systematically elaborated the term. However, triiute must be paid to Perry 
Anderson for having painstakingly unravelled the different and shifting 
readings Gramsa applied to "hegemonfa. In addition, Anderson has also partly 
reconstructed the historical context in which the Russian Social-Democrats and 
leading Bolsheviks used the term; Before 1917 they constantly debated the role of 
the proletariat in a prospective bourgeois-democratic revolution. Concluding 
that the bourgeoisie itself was politically inept, they argued, therefore, that the 
proletariat ought . . to take the pol&cal lead. After the revolution of 1917 the 
official views shifted once the Bolsheviks declared the arrival of the "dictator- 
ship" of the proletariat. In this historical situation the concept of "hegemony" lost 
its importance. It continued to retain some theoretical urgency only with respect 
to developments outside the Soviet Union, since the Comintern ordered 
Communist parties to strive for "hegemony" over the exploited masses in their 
respective countries. 
Although Gramsci was familiar with the pre-revolutionary debates, he did 
not investigate "the East"; rather he aimed at "the analysis of the structures of 
bourgeois power in the West" 9. In his view, "hegemony" would address the 
p-articular mode of control the bourgeoisie exercised over the proletariat in civil 
or capitalist soaeties. In one of his notes on Italian history Gramsci stated the 
"methodological criterion" of his proposed analysis: "The supremacy of a social 
group manifests itself in two ways as 'domination' and as 'intellectual and moral 
leadership"' 10. In this reading, which Anderson discerns as the first "model" in 
Gramsci's writings on "hegemony", Gramsci focussed on the modes of consent to 
the "direzione" or diretion by bourgeois groups. By way of contrast, Gramsci 
employed "dominazione" to refer to the direct threat or use of coercion. He 
denoted by "domination" the deployment of physical force; in addition, Gramsci 
mentioned subjugation "even by armed force". Thus he atrributed domination to 
the realm of the state, while he confined hegemony to the organs of civil society. 
At this stage Gramsci did not perceive domination and direction to be 
equal modes for controlling the subordinate classes. Instead, he emphasized that 
a consensual bond existed between both spheres, predicated upon hierarchy and 
which articulated itself as sequence. A setion on "Past and Present" in a Prison 
Notebook of 1930 referred to force or "dominazione" as only 'the last resort' of 
the rulers: "If the ruling class has lost its consensus, that is if this class is no lon- 
ger 'leading' but only 'dominanf and, thus', can only rely on pure coercive force, 
this indicates that the masses have disengaged themselves from traditional 
beliefs and ideologies."l To Gramsci the result of "lost consensus" is "the modern 
crisis". In his view this "crisis" could only be overcome if "new" opinions and. 
beliefs were to be widely accepted or, at least, not actively contested. According- 
ly, the threat or actual application of force by those who aspire to dominate was a 
necessary but insufficient means to sustain their preeminent position and title. 
Only by combining force with "direzione" would rulers be able to achieve the 
power to define the rules of people's exactions - and, concomitantly, to justify 
those very claims and interventions. 
Such well-ordered distinctions may convey, however, a misleading impres- 
sion. Anderson points out that at various stages Gramsci proposed different 
views on the relationship between state and society. He had started from the 
notion that society and thus hegemony were preponderant over the state and its 
mechanisms of domination; in the "Notes from the Prison", however, he later 
came to emphasize the balance between and simultaneity of both spheres and . 
their respective modes of control. In the context of this "second model" of 
hegemony Anderson shows that Gramsa stressed the intricate interco~ect- 
edness of domination and direction. In a remark on French history Gramsci 
observed that hegemony was a "combination of force and consent" and was "nor- 
mal" in parliamentary regimes. He added that, in such combinations, force never 
prevails "excessively over consent"l2. 
Anderson also remarks that Gramsci repeatedly referred to the direct 
participation of the state in establishing and sustaining ideological supremacy. 
He saw the separation of powers in liberal-parliamentary systems, accordingly, 
as an integral moment in constituting "political hegemony"l3. He noted in this 
context the "positive educational function" of state-run institutions like the 
school system14 and other "so-called private initiatives and activities" 15. All of 
these cooperate to generate and reproduce consent, in his words to create "the 
apparatus of political and cultural hegemony of the ruling class". 
In his notebooks Gramsci still viewed force and domination, not as separate 
domains, but as constituent elements of the social fabric. Anderson criticizes 
Gramsci for committing "an error"l6 in this respect. Weber cannot be wrong, 
Anderson maintains. More precisely: according to Anderson only the state 
"monopolizes" force in civil society. Anderson also indicates, however, that 
Gramsa's remarks were not simply erroneous but that they mirrorred specific 
historical experiences. The violent squads in Italy after the First World War, for 
instance, proved abundantly the range of force and violence executed directly 
"by society". 
Gramsci's thinking increasingly came to assert the interpenetration of state 
and society": societal agents also applied force, even as the state exercised "poli- 
tical hegemony", too. Above all, Gramsci suspended at several points any dis- 
tinction between civil society and the state. He wrote, for instance, that "civil 
society is 'state' too, indeed is the state itself118. Gramsci's "dual perspective" thus 
came to be focussed on the intricate interrelatedness of both in the application of 
force and the manufacture of consent. But this particular configuration still ad- 
hered to the context of civil society. He remained aware that fundamental 
changes might occur in the course of historical processes. As "ever more conspi- 
cuous elements. of regulated soaety make their appearance", he wrote, coercion 
would be "tendentially capable of withering away" 19. 
In reviewing these quotes an ambivalent picture emerges. Gramsci clearly 
insisted in most of his writings on a continuous impact of force and coercion in - 
controling subordinate classes in civil soaety. He started out by employing clear- 
cut distinctions between the realms of control als executed by both, state and 
society. Increasingly, however, he pointed to their interrelatedness. In a parallel 
manner, he came to feel that in the long run the distinction between society and 
state might become secondary. At this point he surmised that the fragrle balance 
betwen the two modes of control would then collapse. Societal transformations 
would render coercion less important than ~ideho~ica l  and intellectual &- 
zione". - 
Gramsa referred to a body of notions on "domination" which framed his 
views as well as those ofhis contemporaries. Since the agenda of analyzing issues 
of control and compliance was strongly influenced by previous approaches to 
this field, some lines have to be traced here. 
In Central and Western Europe the concern with curbing and controling 
violence had gained momentum since the late 16th century. The growing appeal 
of order and legitimate authority reflected widely shared experiences of 
victimization by armed bands of princes or, for that matter, warlords during the 
religious wars. To common people authority seemed a sham. Proposals for 
restoration focussed on either the centralization of violence with "Leviathan" 
(Thomas Hobbes)20, or they advocated the advancement of propertied indivi- 
duals". The latter could and would refrain from violence since they were free to 
pursue the goods of the mind. Because, individuals by "returning" to a society 
which was largely modelled due to images of "free" Germanic tribesmen, or for 
that matter of citizens of ancient times, not only violence but all "corruptions" of 
modernity would vanish. The advocates of Scottish shifted the emphasis from - 
real to mobile property. In their view, commercial society would render possible 
both, the exchange of values and the civilizing of soaal relationships and of 
actions dealing with the "common good". Thus, society would provide the means 
for improvement Separated would be authority and the practice of state; state 
remained the last resort if not the focus of 'new' corruption. - The separation 
between the dominator and the dominated was also fundamental to those 
theorists of civil society, who prefered a monopolization of violence. But in their 
view the unequal balance between state and society favored the authorities. Only 
the dominators should control or apply violence. Thomas Hobbes, for instance, 
perceived the'"Souverain" as exempt from any superarbitrium by other wordly 
powers. 
In d i s t in~ t io~  to England, efforts to actually insist on the "limits of the 
state", in particular to contest a "standing army"22 and, thus, to question the 
deployment of the state's violence entered the discourse of a broader "public" in 
Continental Europe only when the quest for the "natural" rights of individuals 
was vdiced. These voices grew from experiences of participating in bourgeois 
and bildunnsbiirgerliche - - circles. Thus, aspirations to "limit" the state gradually 
developed from the middle of the 18th century, and were spurred, then, by the 
impact of the French Revolution. 
The concerns to contain violence not only turned on the question of the 
state. Theories of the formation of the self also developed alongside reflections of 
the state. They emphasized the necessity to establish control over the self. But 
such related notions did not automatically aim at a separate sphere ascribed 
solely to the individual. Worldly and clerical authorities, for instance, rigorously 
seized the terrain and meticulously prescribed to their "subjects" practices of dis- 
cipline23. On various levels, lords and their middle-men sought to discipline 
body and "soul" in schools and in church, in workhouses and in the military. 
Thus, efforts for self-control and self-coercion coalesced with the monopolization 
of violence in and by the state24. 
To be sure, since the 17th.century publicists and academics in different Eu- 
ropean contexts had argued that "legitimate" states should be founded in and by 
a "covenant" rooted in natural law. The "~oI-tal god" (Th. Hobbes) of state was, 
however, most often empowered by the same writers with far ranging compe- 
tence~, including the monopoly of violence over those who had created the 
covenant and thence had been turned into "subordinates". In the course of the 
emerging "civil society" accounts of domination increasingly criticised the 
unlimited range of dominators. In the context of Central Europe, the focus of 
criticism had been on both the bureaucratic state in its capacity as "police" and 
the estate owners who relied on seigneurid privileges (such as those of the Guts- 
polizei and Patrimonialgerichtsbarkeit in Prussia until 1872 or 1848, respetive- 
ly). The critics denounced justifications by private owners or bureaucrats who 
referred to the "common weal". Appeals to the "common weal" would only mask 
the blend of willfulness and coercion which monarchs or their officials but also 
estate owners and seigneurid lords executed25. 
Most of the critics of state in the 18th and 19th century shared the 
assumption that repressive intervention would characterize the "state" but not 
civil society. Only some ventured beyond this separation of spheres. For instan- 
ce, Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, but also conservative authors of the 1850s 
and 60s (as, for instance, Constantin Frantz) were intrigued by appeals for "mass" 
support which attracted or embraced even declared opponents. A case which 
stunned many contemporaries was Louis Bonaparte and his direct approach to 
the masses after his coup d'etat of 1851 26. His determined neglect of political in- 
termediaries as parties or associations provided a most impressive example. And 
did not Count Bismarck of Prussia follow in his wake when he vigorously 
pressed for the general suffrage in both the North German Diet of 1867 and the 
Reichstag of 1871 and also for social insurance legislation in the 1880s ? Ultimate- 
ly, Bonaparte as well as Bismarck invoked notions of a 'kingdom of social 
reform'27 and, thus, tried to enhance the legitimation of their respective policies. 
But "Bonapartism" as articulated by the late 19th C Marxist tradition had 
conceptual limitations, since it designed social interrelations and social actions 
solely in mechanical terms. Agency remained with "the prince" and - as his 
"arms" - with his ministers and bureaucracies, they pulled the strings to manipu- 
late the "public". The "masses" of the population were conceived as objects who 
would function according to orders, incentives, or constraints 'from above'. This 
view neglects how policies issued "from above" are appropriated and, thus, 
reshaped by the "masses". Ignored is to which extent voices from the "masses" 
impinge upon the actions and notions (and rhetoric) of those who occupy the 
commando positions in polity and society. A prominent example concerns 
Bismarck's "social imperialism" of the 1880s, that is, his effort to rouse feelings of 
national unity by nurturing colonial sentiment. The build-up of the battle fleet in 
the Wilhelmine era pursued this line 28. Both efforts were not simply products of 
clever strategies on the "level of command" (Max Horkheimer) of the polity. In- 
stead, Bismarck and colonialists as well as Admiral v. Tirpitz and other 
instigators of naval armament made use of articulations which had arisen from 
various social strata. Not only small peasants, shopkeepers and artisans, but 
obviously also people from proletarian settings, from the "new" commercial 
bourgeoisie and from the Bildunnsbiirnertum - focussed on "the other" as target, if 
not villain, on whom they could blame feelings of actual social hardship and 
cultural strife. From different points of view, encroaching wage-relationships 
..and.booming industrial.sites necessitated "political action" to ensure control over 
the dangers of .potential turmoil. Colonial expansion and arms build-up provid- 
ed languages of "manly" and "honourable" responses 29 to an environment seem- 
ingly governed by hostile forces. 
.The ascription of agency only to the dominators was also at the core of Max 
Weber's delineation of "Henschaft" (which Gramsci surely did not know). For 
one, Weber vigorously stressed the monopoly of legitimate violence by the state. 
Secondly, he concentrated his analysis on the particular demands for legiti- 
mation as issued by dominators. However, the very process of fulfilling these 
demands totally remained in the margins of his analysis. Above all, Webeis 
occasional remarks on 'tending at' or 'caring for' legitimation as performed by 
dominators30 relied on a certain implication: the subjugated would grant a 
minimum of legitimation to any institutionalized and effective power. Thus, 
Weber neglected the constant impact of violence in producing and shaping those 
experiences which trigger acceptance or stimulate toleration of domination 
before any reflection on 'justification' can or will begin. However, Gramsci's no- 
tion of hegemony puts into perspective Weber's accentuation of the active role of 
the dominant in accomplishing both, control the modes of its justification; 
for, at least the vantage point of 'hegemony' stresses the relative autonomy of 
civil society. 
*** 
"Hegemony" seeks to cover those fundamental cultural formations which 
bear upon and, thus, regulate "others". At stake is the capacity of particular 
modes of life in their totality to cope with domination. The 'cultural' invokes 'the 
* . . whole area of lived experience131. 'Hegemony places at the center of one's 
-- attention the dynamic configuration of cultural meanings and (seqrepresenta- 
tions, as they are inacted in social encounters of the 'everyday. Accordingly, 
such analyses turn to those settings in and by which the web of 'lived experience' 
can be unravelled. 
The attractions of Gramsci's perspetive should not, however, conceal its 
deficits. Above all, his reflections neglect the actual processes of producing - 
"direzione" or consensus. The question is: How do the efforts of the propagators 
of "hegemonic" orientations resonate within the subordinate classes ? What are 
the cultural threshholds regulating whether the icons or topoi are accepted or 
denied ? This focus forces us into the "field-of force" of everyday-life. In "actual 
daily production and reproduction" (F. Engels) ways of representating the 'self' 
and 'others' are appropriated from pre-existing patterns and meanings. These, in 
turn, mould the societal forces. 
The difficulty is that Gramsci's view of "hegemony" focusses too narrowly 
on the sphere of "civil society" and the particular interests of its members, 
thereby neglecting the range of their relative autonomy. Individuals or groups 
are perceived as "the dominated". Gramsci's notion of "hegemony" denies to the 
subjects the capacity. to develop strategies of their own. Yet, people appropriate 
the 'given' constraints and incentives, the orders and decrees, the work schemes 
and pay systems in a creative manner. In an by these practices the 'restrictions' 
are remoulded and reshaped. 'Conditions' are simultaneously imposed, shared 
and reformulated. That is to say, collusion and compliance means always (much) 
more than sheer obedience. 
A second weakness is that Gramsa underrates the impact of force or 
violence in constituting the "consensus" of those on the receiving end. Even the 
occasional threat or.periodic application of violence imposes long-standing 
marks upon the expectations, longings or anxieties of those affected. Broadly 
spealdng, how we perceive soda1 relations and assess "the political" cannot be 
separated from the processes of "material life". Economic hardship, and exploita- 
tion, as well as brutality by the "organs of the state", by soldiers and policemen 
generates, at least re-shapes and re-moulds experiences and, thus, meanings 
among the "many". 
In modem European "civil" society, at least two forms of "consensus" have 
become fundamental to sustaining and reorganizing domination: One is 
contained in Weber's notion of "belief in legitimacyN32; the other was hinted at by 
Marx when he pointed to the "silent force" of the wage-nexus and, ultimately, of 
capitalist production33. - In the following setions I want to outline practices by 
which these consensus were triggered and reinforced - but also appropriated and 
re-shaped. One resides in the domain of state.action, more preasely of 
bureaucracy and, in particular, of police in PrusseGermany. The second is 
centered in the arena of wage-work; the scene is factory life again in Germany 
during the first third of the 20th Century. 
111. State violence and "compliance to order" (M. Weber) 
\ 
In 1884 a professor of administrative law, Freiherr von Stengel, complained 
that direct force was used particularly in administrating "spheres which should 
-.. be handled only with care"34. Although he did not criticize the prerogative of the 
. . state in defining the terrain of force, nevertheless, he worried about the impact 
the mod0 militare had on the behaviour of the state's officialdom. Officials and 
policemen applied practices of "short shrift" (kurzer ProzeB") beyond the arena of 
spectacular events such as riots or large-scale strikes. They were inclined as a 
-. matter of course to categorize crudely the "administered" as either friends or foes 
("of the state"). Such a Manichaean view of the world and society focussed only 
on the momentary maintenance of law and order: The "citadel" of the state had to 
defended; the 'others', its prospedives enemies would simply be forced to bear . 
the costs. Diverse expressions of alternative life-style, various movements of 
disobedience or obstinacy, that is of interests "of one's own" - all became buried 
beneath the few crude categories of the police mind". 
Yet, Stengel's critiasm was shared only by a minority. Increasingly in the 
years around 1900 the dominant classes applauded the "police war" (P. 
Helphand) against numerous groups of suspects; in addition, "respectable" layers 
of the working-classes joined forces: Social Democratic press approved of harsh 
treatment of unruly "masses" (Hamburg 1906; Berlin 191236). No self-help or self- 
control but the state monopoly on violence appeared appropriate to cope with 
what many contemporaries recognized as "rising tide" of criminality. Established 
society viewed offences of all sorts as synonymous with social upheaval and, 
eventually, revolution. And their socialist opponents colluded in a certain way: 
They shared concerns about the imminent dangers to "modem" civilization at- 
large which the disorderly behaviour of riotous males, females and youngsters 
might engender. Thus, police could rely on a large consensus that was prepared 
to accept almost every mode of intervention: Police produced and 
simultaneously represented "order". They should be the ever-present "flying co- 
hort" sorting out the "chaos" of modem life37. In the end, the "flving - cohort" 
might invoke widespread longings even among discriminated classes to become 
incorporated into the nation's "unity" 
The routinized application of state force was enacted under the watchful 
eye of superiors, who relied on a framework within which customary acquired 
standards of perception, modes of interpretation and forms of conduct interacted 
to shape a form of "habitus" within the bureaucracy. The latter tended to block 
any deviation of officials in treating their clients. And in this sense the implicit 
code of officials' conduct resembles Bourdieu's notion of habitus: to a large 
extent it functioned as a "structuring structure". - However, contrary to Bour- 
dieu, the range of modes in which officials might re-act in encounters with "the 
public" were not completely 'given' by those already practiced rules. In the con- 
stant re-appropriations of the rules every single official also re-shaped and even 
twisted the 'given' standard. At least 'on the spot' individual anxieties or 
longings could 'spill over' the limits of the mode of conduct. These 'spill overs' 
were informed or fuelled by a wide array of personal experiences: these 
constituted a surplus which was not contained or predicted by and in the 
existing societal structures. To be sure, 'in the last instance' they had been 
produced in social interactions or contexts. But self-willed (eigensinnig) - ways of 
appropriation of rules did not necessarily result in a restructuring of structures. 
In contrast, it might end up in a sheer break-away of any 'structures'. 
Evidently the demands of bourgeois society for intellectual and moral 
"hygiene" were inseparable from the exercise of violent poliang. The open use of 
force may well have been seen, both by its practitioners and the cultivated 
public, as the only means by which "order" in the state as a whole could be 
secured. And by reflecting the boundaries of social and political inequality, the 
application .of force in turn gave a disciplinary edge to the idea of the "rule of 
law". - Concomitantly, the letter of the law and the pretensions of the police 
sometimes proved to be more than "empty rhetoric" (E.P. Thompson)38. Occasio- 
nally propertyless people, maid-servants for example, also appealed to the police 
for help: the local lieutenant should execute the power ascribed to the police by 
the "Servants' Order" and enforce decent housing inside the master's home. 
The operations of the statedo not require a constant and unwavering use of 
force but rather the constant threat of its use. These are symbolized in forms of 
"gentle violence"39, that is in the improvements of hygiene, compulsory 
education, or the "rule of law". In the Prusso-German case, the rhetoric of the 
"rule of law" was not in itself sufficient to filter or obstruct resistance and the 
development of alternatives. Nor could the insisting ritual identifications of 
commitment to "the king" or the common "fatherland", or the pressure of 
economic forces guarantee that domination would be accepted. 
Police organization as well as police action (including police violence) drew 
upon and reinforced notions which related two experiences. These were confined 
to segmented situations but might occur to the very same people. They could 
experience at the hands of the agents of the state both the terror of being beaten 
and relief by being supported. Police actions denied but also sustained among 
the public and among the police itself the notion of the "rule of law". Discretion 
was part of daily ation; "the law" could be and was invoked, at least 
occasionally, to restrid discretion and violence. Thus, time and again a "Janus-fa- 
ce" emerged. However, the balance remained uneven; most often the terrible face 
prevailed. 
Put more generally, the presence and intervention of the apparatus of 
physical compulsion established the foundations for those experiences out of 
which the "belief in legality" and attributions of legitimation first arise. Physical 
force ("violence directe") "spills over" into those forms of suppression which are 
effetive in the very way they conceal their effects ("violence douce") - and vice 
versa. When related to situations of intervention by the police and, accordingly, 
to the situational experiences of their "clients", at least three interrelated - 
processes are exposed: 1) the assertion of domination by the police; 2) the 
attribution of domination to the "state"; 3) the representation of the state as the 
idealized unity of the nation by the dominators and the dominated. Thus, 
"compliance to order" (Weber) did not reflect any silent self-propelled consensus 
on the part of the dominated; nor was it an expression of the intangible "omni- 
presence" of the social relations of power (as proposed by Michel FoucaulP). 
Instead, the justification and the forms of domination were shaped by police 
practices that connected harsh to soft violence. 
The agents of the state not only expressed their - supposedly - 
inexhaustable power, but simultaneously defined who were the "dominated". 
Thereby, the executive organs of the state (often) exercised their task with a 
brutality which inevitably had further ramifications forthose on the receiving 
end. Did not their standards mark the "private" social relations between spouses, 
parents and children, colleagues and associates, the members of oppositional 
political parties and the trade unions? Telling evidence is provided by the 
unquestioning adoption of an outward military style, together with militarized 
forms of expression and action by the organized labour movement, from the 
r 
"revolutionary army" to the well-rehearsed columns of May 1st-demonstrations 
around 1900. To what extent did "citadel practice" infiltrate and possibly 
mortally damage the political and social imagination of the dominated - in pubs, 
on the streets, at work and in the home, not only during the Wilhelmine period, 
but also during the Weimar Republic and under German Fascism? 
IV. Labour processes: patchwork of control, necessity-cooperation and 
"Einensinn" 
Domination at industrial workplaces refers to the spectrum of "control" in 
work organization and work practices. The forms of "control" vary enormously. 
In the 1920s, however, a more general current seemed to homogenize those and, 
above all, to penetrate onto the shop-floors on a broad scale: "rationalisation" 
became the big slogan and issue. 
Reports by contemporary witnesses, and even more so contemporary 
surveys show that after the mid-1920s in Germany there were clear signs of 
intensified efforts by management in most (larger) companies to increase the 
"rationalisation" of labour processes41. First, the measures taken aimed at 
decomposing complex tasks. Simultaneously, they sought to improve the "flow" 
of work and products. To accomplish these targets managers employed 
innovative spedalised machines (or tools) and more elaborate techniques to 
record accurately the real labour processes. 
Considerable segments of industry however still pursued schemes to 
organize work which did not bear the stamp of rationalisation. In 1930 about 30 
% of the machine tools in mechanical engineering had not been modernized or 
changed (union survey). In addition, more than 70% of the (larger) companies 
had not introduced a comprehensive system of "flow production". Thus, even at 
the level of technical and organisational rationalisation important segments of 
industrial work remained fairly untouched. 
- Even more significantly, workshops within "rationalised" factories were 
- affected in extremely different ways. "Traditional" qualities were employed in 
perpetuating certain jobs - in passing on know-how and practical knowledge, 
and in teaching, most especially, manual skills. Engineers raised these issues to 
an ideological level in their forceful praise of the importance of "Handferti~keit" 
and "Geschicklichkeit" or "manual dexterity" of "the German workers". In so 
doing they mirrored the constant difficulties within "rationalised" factories. In 
their view only a blend of routine and inventivenesse on the shop-floor could 
resolve breakdowns and ease asynchronic "flows" of tools, raw materials and 
products. Thus, in the 1920s as well as in the 1930s the call for workeis 
"dexterity" fuelled a "German way" of work organization, and, even more, of 
"rationalising" industrial production. 
Both contemporary accounts and autobiographies by workers demonstrate 
that the special "feeling" for their "own" lathe or milling machine was an 
important medium through which the operations of switches and levers were 
linked to wider patterns of work association. Even apparently simple operations 
were not possible without this mixture of experience with the implement and the 
material. A photograph taken of locomotive constrution at the Hanomag 
company in Hannover in the 1920s shows how fitting the cast bearing linings 
into the bearing casing was achieved with a lead hammer: we can see that 
considerable physical force had to be applied in a very "sensitive" fashion. 
Despite all their differences of perspetive, both directors and workers 
focussed on 'living labour'. There was no possibility of 'mastering' the factory 
day without the knowledge conferred by the experience of the workers. Orders 
continued to vary; one had constantly to cope with mechanical breakdowns and 
with tensions among workmates and neighbouring teams. 
-- 
c- --. In order to stimulate or to sustain workers' cooperation, most managerial 
-- 
z: 
-V . control strategies aimed at minimising direct confrontations between supervisors 
and workers. A chief issue revolved around "convincing" workers that rate-fixers 
(or rate departments) were not there to "squeeze the last drop" out of the 
workforce but to show that they were vital to the "plant communityt' if all were 
to be "appropriately paid for truly useful work". Establishing the "proper" rates 
therefore took on a dual aspect. Rates had to be recognisable and palpable, since 
they served as the material and symbolic underpinnings for recognition by 
superiors and the firm. At the same time, they were the central and optimal 
regulatory mechanism in distributing workers between workplaces; they 
permitted the transfer or dismissal of workers in the event of persistent failure to 
meet the required performance. 
The asynchronous and unevenly developed forms of control - i.e. physical 
supervision, technical devices (time clocks) and social incentives (as in wage 
schemes) - did not mesh into a network of control. Rather, the result was a 
distinct patchwork The "patchwork of control was the "other side of the coin" of 
the labour process. Workes constructed a patchwork of their own - of acceptance 
and distance, of "Notwendigkeitskooperation" and "Einensinn". - 
Notwendigkeitskooperation or cooperation due to necessity describes that 
minimum of attention to and support of (male !) workmates which, in turn, every 
worker could expect from his mates in order to survive during the workday. 
Helping out to avoid an accident might be necessary - not the least to carry on 
and guarantee a steady wage. In such interactions, the particular "style" of 
relating oneself to the mates, that is the liniits of mutual hostility as well as 
support were developed on the shop-floor "by doing". , 
Group - piecework the wage scheme .which had b e c e e  predominant in the 
1920s, created the most pressing constraints_ for cooperation. This form of 
piecework entailed constant observation of the course of the job both in one's 
own and in neighbouring work teams. There had to be particular care with one's 
own colleages - no one could slack - but no one could push either. However, 
once the standard rate had been achieved or exceeded (common understanding 
held it that nobody should do more than 130% of the standard performance), 
there was little scope for changing relations in the group. Group piece work used 
the forms of cooperation at work, but at the same time tested them to the limits. 
In contrast, "Eigensinn" - (literally obstinacy or stubborness) embraces an 
array of (male !) workers' practices which expressed their self-will and self- 
reliance. Einensinn took many forms: walking around inside the factory, talking, 
occasionally "disappearing". Interviewees report of whitewashing-the soles of 
shoes or putting a stinking piece of old cheese in the shaft of a broom; but they 
also recall the "good booze up" at informal birthday parties. The primary mani- 
festation'of Enensinn, - however, was in mutual physical contact and horseplay. It 
meant simultaneously '%eing by oneself' and '%being with others". In this sense 
workers did not resist the labour process directly - they literally left it to run. In 
moments of Eigensinn workers created and fulfilled particular indiividual needs; 
in such moments they 'withdrew' from both the dictates and exactions of factory 
life and the strain of day to day survival. During periods of Ei~ensinn - people 
could, at least for a few moments, a d  according to rules and precepts of their 
own. Einensinn did not always mean direct resistance. Instead it was geared 
towards "winning distance" from commands or norms from above or from the 
"outside". 
Above all, Eigensinn - was, and remained, multifacetted. A good deal of 
horseplay was unpleasant; in fact it aimed to be so or at least accepted the 
discomfort of the victim: "Beard polishing" or a "dutch rub", for example, was 
"very painful" (Gohre). To be sure, Einensinn simultaneously denoted situations 
of mutual recognition and acknowledgement: the next time an aggressor could 
well be the victim. On the other hand, these activities often reenacted and 
confirmed the 'traditional' social hierarchy among older and younger workers, 
among the skilled, the unskilled and the apprentices. And even though the 
hierarchy of victims was not established once and for all, this did not diminish 
the pain and torment of the victim of the moment: Einensinn mostly employed 
physical force. 
Workers' practices kept to the pathways of Notwendigkeitskooperation and 
Einensinn. Nevertheless, these were "coloured" by images of industry and labour 
which did not rigidly adhere to class divisions or the factory hierarchy. Union 
offiaals, industrialists and managers could, at least, easily agree on the notion of 
"German quality work"*. In this view, the necessity of "good, honest and proper 
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work" was deasive in the "struggle for the economic interests of a country" 
(Gewerkschafts-Zeitunq 1927). For workers, "quality work primarily meant 
'!controlling machinery". For owners, directors - but also for many union officials 
- it meant producing marketable products at low costs. Certainly, this formula 
overlaped in certain of the orientations of "labour" and "capital" (at least in the 
views of the representatives of their respective interests). 
There was also a national component to the class-transcendent elements of 
the "image" of labour. A technician who had emigrated to the USA highlighted 
these differences in the DMV journal for Works Councils. He noted that all plant 
equipment in the USA had to be "foolproof'u. The undertone of astonishment 
anticipated the head-shaking or disdain of some German engineering workers on 
reading it. At least in their self-evaluation, and perhaps also in everyday life on 
(and between) the machines, their work was by no means "foolproof". Rather, 
they continued to operate with another certainty: that the "flow of production" 
which signified the true foundation of modern industry, both for "capital"' and 
for "labour", was a product of the continuing admixture of the routinized and the 
makeshift. 
Shared orientations refer to notions but also to the simultaneity of visual 
representations. If the manufacture of consent is the issue a short look at some 
features of the "imagery" of work and workers is necessary. 
Images of products and machinery predominate in the visual 
representations of factory work It is not surprising that factory journals 
displayed determinedly "framed" images of factory work and life, pretending 
that such still lifes would stand for the daily reality44. However, leftist journals 
(for example, "AIZ", issued by a communist group) and those published by 
unions also framed industry and factory work in the same manne145. 
The respective images and their aesthetics were disconnected from the day- 
to-day practices and strug les of "living labour". In such photographs of course 2 every worker - mostly m es! - whether working alone or in small teams, moved 
the spindles, steering wheels, levers and cranks. Still, almost all of these shots 
were remarkably monotonous; the published pictures, for example, do not shotv 
any worker drinking coffee, let alone beer or schnaps; almost nowhere can we 
detect any talking, not to mention fooling around; noone seems to be exhausted, 
dirty or bored from the constant noise and dust, or, even more, from the speed- 
ups and the division of labor; and noone, for that matter, seems to be injured. 
Everyone appears to be totally absorbed in his job. The shots are 
stereotypes suggesting that factory work is identical with the constant workflow 
as determined by management. The endeavours of working people to articulate 
-. 
and assert their needs simply disappeared from public scrutiny and view. 
Yet the visual abstraction from "living labour" not only veils, but it also 
reflects the social division of labour: the public's non-intimacy with actual 
industrial work processes was and remains necessary to generate the broader 
appeal for such abstractions. 
But a second dimension is also revealed or hinted at in the published as 
well as the unpublished photogra hs of "living labour". The photos taken by 
com any photographers during J e i r  inspections inside factories which ca ture 
wor R at the lathe or other machines, convey and preserve the impression g a t  
those being objectified by intrudin hotographers determinedly hid the ve 
peculiarity of their daily practices.%e postures and gestures of workers in xese 
photos indicate that they concealed "something else". If hotographs necessarily 
Impose a certain "flatness" on those being photographecf we can still tell from 
those reconstructions of work processes and workers' Eigensinn which draw 
upon a broader spectrum of sources that flatness was also a demonstrative 
posture, the silent, committed effort to stop the intrusion of "alien" 
photogra hers. In this sense, flatness minored conflicting interests in the 
conteste P terrain of visualization. Thus, such flatness is to be read as an expres- 
sion of workers' stru les to guard, if not to reapprorriate, terrain of "their own". 
To put it differently: 'hat" images underline that the real life" of "living labour" 
was not "shot" by either the photographers of management or labour. 
As for the images workers kept and shared with each other, the result 
seems ironic: in the 1920s and 1930s the efforts to take and to display images "of 
their own" overwhelmingly pursued the same "framing" as it was put forward by 
industry. Surely only few workers used photography - and if so they had formed 
a photographer's association and shared the equipment. However' these wor- 
kers "pictured" themselves, their mates, and the whole of factory work by and 
through the same icons as employed by management and recommended by art 
critics or commercial photographers: they all favoured "true workmen" and 
steaming smoke-stacks or polished machines. The column on "critique of photo- 
graphs" which regularly was carried by the journal of the worker photographers 
("Arbeiterphotomaph") time and again emphasized these aesthetics,of heroic 
industrialism. Above all, the onlookers seemed to appreciate those views. 
Reports by editors of factory journals show that their clients avidly looked for 
the recent issue of the respective journal. Obviously, workers did not claim 
"other perspectives" of their work 
Photographs of work and industry reveal the impact of "hegemonic" efforts 
by industrial managers and their employees. Workers' images and icons of work 
invoked general notions of workmanship which were related to particular 
experiences. Bosses, foremen, and workers again were united in this respect, 
although for opposite reasons. Demonstrating non-workmanlike or inexpert 
performances at work neither fostered better sales nor gave the company a better 
standing with political or local authorities. Similarly, workers had to be afraid 
that such photos might unleash scorn or mockery within their own family or 
neighbourhood. 
Images of "true workmanship" informed the everyday strivings "to get by" 
on a cooperative basis and individually. The instrumentalization of visual 
notions and themes by the Nazis perfectly revealed the range of these images. 
Photographs which simultaneously "documented" and stylized industrial work 
and industry, in general, could be easily put to use. Pictures like the "cathedral of 
work" by Hemke-Winterer, which focussed on the play of sunbeams in a huge 
blast furnace or others which similarly captured labouring and achieving 
workers in their seeming joy at work - these were published in ever new 
variations&. Architects financed by the Nazis equally employed tokens of "clean- 
liness" in reconstructing old factories as well as in designing new buildings. The 
Nazi-concept and -organization of the "Beauty of Labour" intentionally relied 
upon those "modem" images and visual forms of factory work which had been 
furthered in the 1920s by socialist designers. Thus, factory areas increasingly 
combined functionalistic with "homely" images47. Both types of images, however, 
referred to "Gennan quality work; in this way both were transformed into 
. - - - symbols of the nation's unity "beyond" class and milieu. 
In more theoretical terms: Practicing self-reliance and withdrawing from 
the imperatives of superiors, or even resisting with determination: both implied 
the use notions and images which were shared or at least known beyond 
workshops or neighbourhoods. Even those who sought to negate or change 
given conditions, set out from common grounds, and, hence, could bear the 
marks of collusion. Simultaneously, however, the impact of these images and 
notions remained limited. Images of "quality work impinged upon but did not 
completely shape the practices of distancing and self-will. In this sense, 
"hegemonic" strategies did not affect the totality of those attitudes which 
workers "kept to themselves". Thus, contrary to the general appeal of the notion 
it should be noted that "hegemony" triggers an analysis which by itself misses 
the multi-layered historical processes. As in these examples: "hegemony" never 
totally regulated or controlled the potential for alternative action which was 
comprised by the workers' modes of acting and perceiving others and 
themselves. 
V. Concluding remarks 
The analysis of "hegemony" necessitates analyses of practices "beyondi' or, 
for that matter, "beneath" the realms and arenas of organized action "from 
above". In this perspective configurations of different but related processes 
emerge. Practices of domination constantly were faced not only by resisting 
behaviou on the receiving end. Because, to a large extent practices of 
withdrawal or distancing from (any!) demands of 'others' informed the activities 
of those who appeared as 'the dominated'. The impact of conflicting aspirations 
and demands from "above" was negotiated in the peoples' everyday. Here it was 
that they strove to be respected as individuals even though from time to time 
many might share the "masses" at a demonstration. -- As regards the 'field-of 
force' of factory the processes of domination and of distancing were reflected in 
distinct patchworks of Notwendigkeitskooperation and Einensinn - when the 
workers appropriated the sc6ne. 
Einensinn is characterized fundamentally by ambivalence. One example 
can underline this: An active youth official of the socialist metal workers union, 
DMV, continued to work at Krupp after 1933, where his workmates were also 
Social Democrats and where they were able to maintain their position as charge- 
hands throughout the war years. Their constant, everyday cooperation included 
and sometimes rested exclusively on individual und collective Einensinn. The 
interweaving of cooperation and Eigensinn - supported the continuity of the plant 
and functioned to safeguard "quality work". 
This appeal to "quality work thus had a shadowy side under Fascism 
which cannot be denied. Especially at a plant such as Krupp, it meant that 
concentration camp detainees and forced labourers were harassed and exploited 
not only by management, but by German workers and foremen alike. At the 
same time, cooperation and self-willed distancing from the imperatives of 
politics as well as of the shop were central prerequisites for the collective and 
individual political survival of these workers. Following the destruction of the 
trade unions in 1933 and most of the illegal organisation of the SPD and KPD in 
19331 36, all that remained to those who had not been immediately murdered 
and who were not in detention was maintaining distance through Enensinn. - 
Einensinn was therefore both: a precondition for being able to continue to work, 
but one of the side-effects of which was that Fascism was enabled to continue 
that much longer. Yet for many - and perhaps even for the same person - 
Einensinn - was crucial in enabling anti-fascist workers to s u ~ v e  the horrors of 
. - 
L war and fascism. 
. - 
In contrast to the exigencies of the labour process, for most proletarians the 
arena of formal politics and large political organisations remained marginal. My 
reflections are predicated on accepting this fact and asking how political 
attitudes and behaviour were articulated and shaped in everyday life. Since the 
late 19th century coercive state intervention had increasingly intruded upon 
those realms of day-to-day survival which until then had mostly been exempt 
from control and "hegemonic" penetration. 
This change necessitates a fresh look at the ambivalence of Ei~ensinn. The 
ruling classes and governing elites were able to make spectacular use of the 
distance of the proletarian masses from formal politics in August 1914 at the start 
of war, and then, again, since winter 1933 at the fascist accession to power well 
into the early 1940s, that is the "victorious" years of World War 11. In both cases it 
can be asked whether individual proletarian self-will or, for that matter, 
Einensinn - did sigruficantly contribute when workers as a class were unable 
effectively to pursue their needs and interests. 
But this would address only half of the story. Because, in' certain historical 
conjunctures "the masses" drew upon Einensinn for articulating their needs and 
hence to contest domination. The anti-war strikes of April 1917 and January 1918, 
even more the revolutionary movements in 1918 and 1919 were the outcome of 
activities not only by the politically organised. Simultaneouslv the w-organised 
working-class men and women had left their daily chores behind. Hundreds of 
thousands of individuals came forward and cooperatively strove for establishing 
a "new" order of society, that is of work-relationships and local government. 
More generally: The ability to distance oneself from constraints and demands by 
. both the state and resistant political groups could prove necessary for sunriving 
domination*, in particular during fascism. Thus, to rely on Ei~ensinn did not 
preclude but enabled efforts for alternative social practices, even in the arena of 
formal politics. 
Deutschen. 
(WeinheimlMiinchen, 1986). As to Great Britain 6. Simkins, P., The Raising 
of the New Armies, 19141916 (New York, 1988). 
2 Ritter, G.A., Staat, Arbeiterschaft und Arbeiterbewegung in Deutschland. 
Vom Vormkz bis zum Ende der Weimarer Republik (Berlin, Bonn 1980), 
~ 0 0 l i c f l . e  and church. a - - - - - .
;&~ectibelv, OD. cit.. DD. 26 ff. On attituaes amone thekidustrial ~rolitariat - -~-I--.--...--... 
in 6 e r m a n ~ i n A ~ u ~ ~ t ' 1 9 1 4  see Boll, F., Frieden oxne Revolution. Fnedens- 
stratenien der deutschen Sozialdemokratie von Erfurter Program 1891 bis 
zu Revolution 1918 (Bonn, 1980), pp. 100 ff. 
3 See esp. the im a d  of Carl Schmitt's thesis that politics is about the 
capacity to define ' J e  enem$' , see the introductory sentences in Id., Der 
B e e  des Politischen (Ham urg, 1933), 7; this was the third edition (the 
firit had been published 1927, the second 1931), and the publisher was one 
of the most commercially active distributors of right-wing and national- 
socialist politics; on Schmitt' concepts see Laufer, H., Das Kriterium 
litischen Handelns. Eine Studie zur Freund-Feind-Doktrin auf der 
rundlage der Aristotelischen Theorie der Politik (Miinchen, 1962), 138 ff; 
on Schmitt's impact on the notions of politics and state, respectively, during 
German fascism 6. o . at., 301 ff; the most intriguin recent analysis by 
Bijckenfiirde, E.-W., 'her Be@ des Politischen als f chliissel zum staats- 
recht1iche.n Werk Carl Schmitts', in: Quaritsch, H. (ed.), Complexio Oppo- 
sitorum. Uber Carl Schmitt (Berlin, 1988), 283-299. 
- 
4 See the comprehensive account by Kershaw, I., The Nazi Dictatorship. 
Problems and Perspectives of Interpretation (Oxford, 1985); on industrial 
workers in particurar see Liidtke, A., 'Wo blieb die 'rote Glut'? 
Arbeitererfahrungen und deutscher Faschismus', in: Id. (ed.), 
Alltagsgeschichte. Zur Rekonstruktion historischer Erfahrungen und 
Lebensweisen (FrankfurtINew York, 1989), 224-282. 
As to the continuity of the confi ration of "groups" of industries and the 
deeree of stubborness or flexib' d? tv of their ~rotaeonists ee Kaelble. H.. ~- - - -  - --- --- - -, - --, 
In$ustrielle Interessenpolitik in dGr ~ilhelAinis&en Geellschaft 
Centralverband Deutscher Industrieller 1895-1914 (Berlin, 1967); .Ullman, 
H.-P., Der Bund der Industriellen. Organisation, Einflul3 und Politik klein- 
und mittelbetrieblicher Industrieller iin Deutschen Kaiserreich 1895-1914 
(Gottingen, 1976); Mielke, S., Der Hansa-Bund fiir Gewerbe, Handel und 
Industne 1909-1914 (Gottingen, 1976); the thesis-that the conservative if not 
reactionary groups and cliques of heavy indus and East-Elbian Junkers 
repeatedly strove for an alliance to counter all 7 e forts to "liberalize" societv 
has been articularly advanced by Stegman, D., Die Erben   is-' B un Verbhde in der Spatphase des Wilhelminischen 
Deutschlands. Sammlungspolitik 1897-1918 (Koln, Berlin, 1970). 
6 For the chan es of alliances and, thus, different formations of the "ruling 
bloc" in the f epublic of Weimar see Abraham, D., The Collapse of the 
Weimar Republic. Political Economy and Crisis, 2nd ed. (New York, Lon- 
don, 1986); as to the impact and activities of industrialists in favour of 
Nazism cf. the - sceptical - account of Turner Jr., H. A., German Big 
Business and the Rise of Hitler (New York, Oxford, 1985); see also Neebe, 
R., GroiSindustrie, Staat und NSDAP 1930-1933 (Gottingen, 1981). 
7 Gramsci, A., Quaderni del Carcere. Edizione critica dell'Istituto Gramsci. 
Genatana, V. (ed.), vols. I-IV (Torino, 1977); 6. Quintin, H. and Smith G. N. 
(edd.), seietions hom the Prison ~otebooks of Antonio Gramsci (New 
York, 1971). 
8 Anderson, P., 'The Antinomies of Antonio Gramsci', New Left Review, 100 
(1976/77), 5-78,20; 61. also Kilminster, R, Praxis and Method. A 
Sociological Dialome with LuEcs, Gramsci and the early Frankfurt School 
(London et al., 1979) es 132 ff; Mouffe, Ch., 'Hegemony and Ideology in 
1979), 168-204. 
&. Gramsci', in: Mouffe, (ed.), Gramsci and Marxist Theory (London et al. 
Anderson, 'Antinomies', 20. 
Quintin, H. and Smith G. N. (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 57. 
Gramsci, Quaderni, 311; 6. Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 12. 
Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 80, fn. 
Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 245. 
Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 260. 
Anderson, 'Antinomies', 22; Gramsci, Quaderni, 1049; see also Quintin and 
Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, 246. 
Anderson, 'Antinomies', 32. 
Anderson critizes that Gramsci finally "cancels" their distinctiveness which, 
accordingly, "undermin(s) an saenbfic attempt to define the specificity of X bourgeois democracy in the est", Anderson, Antinomies', 34. 
Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, p. 261; 6. the remark that "by 
'State' should be understood not only the apparatus of government, but 
also the ' rivate' apparatus of 'hegemony' or civil society", ibid. Anderson 
denotes &s as Gramsd's "third model" of thinking hegemony. 
Quintin and Smith (edd.), Prison Notebooks, p. 263. 
20 Hobbes, Th., Leviathan or all the matter forme and power of a 
commonwealth ecclesiastical and civil (London, 1651; reprint Oxford, 1965), 
ch. XVU; 6. Pocock, J.G.A., 'Time, History and Eschatolo 
of Thomas Hobbes', in: Id., Politics, Language and Time. 
Thought - and History (London, 1972), 148-261. 
21 Cf. in eneral Pocock, J. G. A., 'Authority and Propert . The Question of 
.Liber bi Origins', Id., Virtue, Commerce and Histow. 2'. ssavs on Political 
Thought and Historv , Chieflv in the Eighteenth Century (Cambridge et al., 
1985), 51-71; cf. also for France and Colonial, then revolutionary North 
America, Higon.net, P., Sister Republics. The Orinins of French and 
American Republicanism (Cambridge/Mass, London, 1988), 108 ff on the 
"radical Whiggery" in the Colonies after c. 1750; on re-revolutionary 
France, that is on a society "adrift" between "indivi ‘I=ualistic ideas" and 
those of "communitarian profile. However, Higonnet sees the "innermost 
selves" of 'the French' yearning for "a society of interlocking institutions 
that would buffer individuals against the vagaries of life", cf. 158 ff. 
Schwoerer, L.G., "No Standing Armies". The Antiarmy Ideolo in 
Sevententh Century England (BaltimorelLondon, 1974); Pocock, J. b, 
The Macchiavelli* Moment. Florentine Political Thought and the Atlantic 
Republican Tradition (Princeton, 1975), 406 ff. 
- 
23 In particular, Michel 
fundamentally 
inspection", see Id., 
(Harmondsworth, 1982).- 
Foucault has argued that "modem" power is 
defined by "disciplinary" approaches, such as "prophylactic 
rth of the Prison 
24 See Elias, ~ . , i j be r  den ProzeB der Zivilisation, vol. 2,2nd ed. 
(Munchen1 Ziirich, 1969), 320. 
25 Cf. Ludtke, A., State and Police in Prussia, 1815-1850 (Cambridge et 
al., 1989). 
26 Mam, K, Der achtzehnte Brumaire des Louis Bona~arte, (1851 1 52), (~erlin, 
1972) (MEW 8,111-207); Frantz, C., Louis Napoleon (Berlin, 1852). 
27 For this term see Stein, L., Geschichte der sozialen Bewegung in Frankreich, 
vol. III (Berlin, 1851; repr. Hildesheim, 1959), w; for the im act of Stein's 
ideas 6. Blasius, D., Pankoke, E., Lorenz von Stein. Geschic R ts- und 
esellschaftswissenschaftliche Perspektiven (Dmstadt,  1977); on the 
Ristorical situation in Prussia see En els, F., Die redische Militarfrage 
und die deutsche Arbeiterpartei (18 % 5), MEW 1 g ,37-78. 
28 Wehler, H-U., Bismarck und der Imperialismus (Koh, Berlin, 1969); 6. for 
a critical account of Wehler's perspective 'from above' by Eley, G., 'Social 
Imperialism in Germany: Reformist S thesis or Reactionary Sleight of 
Hand ?, in: Id., From Unification to d=' azism. Reinterpreting the German 
Past (Boston et al., 1986), 154167; as for the Wilhelmine period see 
Berghahn, V., Der Ti itz-Plan. Genesis und Verfall einer innenpolitischen 
Krisenstrategie unter % ilhelm 11. QXsseldorf, 1971). 
29 See Eley, G., Reshaping the German Right. Radical Nationalism and 
Political Change after Bismarck (New Haven, London, 1980). 
30 Weber, M., Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft. Grundriss der verstehenden 
Soziolo~e, 4th ed. (Tiibingen, 1956), 157. 
31 Williams, R,Marxism and Literature (Oxford, 1977), 111. 
32 Weber, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, 157. 
33 Mam, K, Das Kapital. Kritik der politischen ~konomie. vol. I(1890) 
(Berlin1 GDR, 1965), 765. 
34 Stengel, K. Frhr. v., Die Orpanisation der PreuiSischen Verwaltun~ nach den 
neuen Reform~esetzen - (Leipzig, 1884), 5. 
35 On the gradual internalization of this mode of conduct cf. Liidtke. A.. , , 
Police &d State in Prussia, 18151850 (Cambridge et al., 1989); see also 
Funk, A., Polizei und Rechtsstaat. Die Entwicklung des staatlichen 
Gewaltmonopols in Preuf3en 1848-1914 (Frankfurt, New York, 1986), chs. 6 
and 7. 
36 Evans, R J.,"Red 
Zeitschrift fiir Geschichtswissenschaft 3 (1955), 173-211. 
37 Zimmermann, G., Die deutsche Polizei im neunzehnten Tahrhundert, vol. 
III (Hannover, 1849), 161. 
38 Thompson, E. P., Whigs and Hunters. The Orinins of the Black Act 
(London, 1975), 265. 
39 Cf. to the difference and, in particular, the simultaneity of "violence directe" 
and "violence douce" in the context of the pre-capitalist Khabyl society 
Bourdieu, P., Outline of a Theow of Practice (Cambridge, 1977), xxx 
((=Zur Theorie der Praxis, (Frankfurt; 1972), 369 ff in: ch. 5, at the end!!)). 
40 Foucault, M., Discipline and Punish. 
41 Liidtke, A., "'Deutsche Qualitatsarbeit", "Spielereien" am Arbeitsplatz und 
"Fliehen" aus der Fabrk Industrielle Arbeits rozesse und 
Arbeiterverhalten in den 1920er Jahren', in: 3 011, F. (ed.), Arbeiterkulturen 
zwischen Alltag und Politik (Wien, 1986), 155-197; as to the analysis of 
experiences and activities cf. Id., 'Cash, Coffee-Breaks, 
Enensinn and Politics among Factory Workers in Germany 
in: Hanagan, M., Stephenson, Ch.(edd.), Confrontation, Class 
Consciousness, and the Labor Process (New York, 1986), 65-95. 
Qualitatsarbeit', in: Gewerkschafts- 
525-527; see also de Man. H., Der 
auf Grund der Aussagen 
von 78 Industriearbeitern und Angestellten (Jena, 1927), in articular 197: 
"The skilled metal worker symbolizes the kind of industria f worker which 
is needed today''; a magistral account of the develo ment of the notion 
The National Debate, 1800-1945 (Princeton, 1989). 
R "German work is provlded by Campbell, J., Joy in ork, German Work. 
43 Otto, P., 'Bilder aus amerikanischen Betrieben', in: Betriebsrate-Zeitschrift 
11,1930,213-216,214. 
44 These were predominantly published by larger companies, cf. Das Werk, 
the compan journal of the electrical ower company Siemens-Rhein-Elbe- 
Schuckert- 9 nion, based at Diisseldo d , which heavily employed pho- 
tographs from its beginning in 1921. Since 1924 one of the leading 
companies in electrical equ  ment, Siemens, published its Siemens- 
Mitteilunnen. In 1925 one o ? the leading companies of the Ruhr heavy 
industX, Gutehoffnun shiitte (Oberhausen), started its Werkszeitunq on a fortnig tly scheme. In 811s case the visual component and 'modern' lay out 
was primarily due to the initiative of one of the most vi orous ro onents 
of the ideology of work's community, K.R. Amhold, an% his D W A  
(German industrial institute for technical training): He sold the editorial 
roduction of company journals designed for the heavy indus of the 
Kuhr; the individual companies edited only additional ages. 2 s  approach 
focussed on visual presentation by photogra hs. One o P the compames 
which did not support Amhold was Kru p &sen). However, h s  most . 
restigious concern followed Arnhold's f ead when it reissued its journal 
Rach der Schicht, the monthly factory 'oumal, as a modem illustrated news 
in 1928 (it had been stopped in 1917). d e  to the depression this journal 
was suspended in March 1932. But it started again since October 1933 as 
Krupp. Zeitschrift der Kruppschen Betriebs~emeinschaft. The title indicated 
the than e of time; it also confirmed the continuity of work's community 
policies k om the 1920s to the Nazi 'Deutsche Arbeitsfront'. 
45 Arbeiter-Illustrierte Zeitunn (AIZ), Nr. 6,1928; see also Willmann, H., 
' Geschichte der Arbeiter-Illustrierten Zeitunn 1921-1938, (Berlin, 1974), 29: - 
cover of Nr. 811926: again, a turner. Cf. for almost identical verbal icons the 
novel b the commuru'st &ter Bredel, W., Maschinenfabrik N&K (Ms 
1930) erlin, Weimar, 1982), 67 ff, 99 ff. 
46 Winschuh, J., Industrievolk an der Ruhr. Aus der Werkstatt von Kohle und 
Stahl (Oldenbur i.O., 1935), assim; 6. Schirmbeck, P., Adel der Arbeit. 
Der Arbeiter in %' er Kunst der %I S-Zeit (Marburg, 1984), 51 ff. 
47 Friemert, Ch., Produktionsasthetik im Faschismus. Das Amt "Schonheit der 
Arbeit" von 1933 bis 1939 (Miinchen, 1980); as re ards particular industrial 
branches see Wisotz K., Der Ruhrbernbau im ritten Reich: Studien zur "s. % Sozialpolitik im Ruhr ernbau und zum sozialen Verhalten der Bergleute in 
den Tahren 1933-1939 (Dusseldorf, 1983), 182 ff; a contem orary record of 
the Nazi efforts was compiled b Miiller, W., Das soziale eben im neuen t; 't Deutschland, unter besonderer eriicksichtigung der Deutschen 
Arbeitsfront (Berlin, 1938); see also Anon., 'Die Auswirkungen des 
Gemeinschaftsgedankens auf das raktische Gemeinschaftsleben', in: 
' Jahrbuch des Arbeitswissensch ad ichen Instituts der Deutschen 
Arbeitsfront 1938. vol. I, 105-114; as regards industrial architecture 6. 
Durth, W., Deutsche Architekten. Biowaphische Verflechtunaen (3rd ed., 
Wiesbaden, 1988), passim. 
48 Cf. also the ethnogra hic stud ond the Sedaka by Scott, J.C., Weapons of 
the Weak Evervdav ! o m s  of $ easant Resistance (New Haven, London, 
1985), 22 ff, 298-ff. In difference to this view J. Gaventa has stressed that in 
the long run a mode of 'learning' of being owerlessness' shapes the orien- 
tation of wage-working people in the App 3 achians, see his Power and 
Powerlessness. Quiescence and Rebellion in an Appalachian Valley 
(Oxford, 1980). On the lack of focussinn on "subie&vitv" in much of the 
recent discussion see Jackson Lears., TI., 'The conce (of Cultural 
Hegemony, American Historical Review, 90 (1985), f: 67-93. 
f l  TRANSFORMATIONS . GB compamtim study of social t nnrjormationr 
WORKING PAPER SERIES 
. -.. 
CSST, an i n t e r - d i i p l i i  research program, draws faculty assodates from !he departments of Anthropology, History, and Sociolo~, and 
several other departments and programs in  the humanities and social sciences. The program's mission is to stimulate new interdiwplinary 
thinking and research about all kinds of social transformations in a wide range of present and past societies. CSST WorkingPPapers report 
current research by faculty and graduate student associates of the program. Many will be published elsewhere after revision. Working 
Papers are available for $250 b cover copying and postage. The CSST working paper series is a part.of the Center for Research on Social 
Organizations' working paper series. 
'Program in Comparative Study of Social Transformations,' Wiliam Sewell, Tenence McDonald, Sherry Ortner, and Jeffery 
Paige, May 87 (CRSO #344). 
'Labor History, Uneven Development, and the Autonomy of Politics: The Dockworkers of Nineteenth-Century Marseille,' William 
Sewell, Jul87 (CRSO #346). (Now in print as 'Uneven Development, the Autonomy of Politics and the Dockworkers of 
Nineteenth-Century Marseille,' American Historical Review 933 (Jun 88), pp. 604-37.) 
'Coffee, Copper, and Class Conflict in Central America and Chile: A Critique of Zeitlin's Civil Wars in Chile and Zeitlin and 
Ratcliff s Landlords and Caoitalists,' Jeffery Paige, Sep 88 (CRSO #347). 
'In Search of the Bourgeois Revolution: .The Particulan'ties of German History,' Geoffrey Uey, Sep 87 (CRSO #350). 
,- 
'The Burdens of Urban History: The Theory of the State in Recent American Social History,' Terrence McDonald, May 88 
(CRSO #355). 
'History, Sociology, and Theories of Organization,' Mayer Zald, May 88 (CRSO #357). 
'Have Social Historians Lost the Civil War? Some Preliminary Demographic Speculations,' Maris Vlnovskis, May 88 (CRSO 
#358). 
'Revolution and the Agrarian Bourgeoisie in Nicaragua,' Jeffery Paige (CRSO #363). 
9. 'Nationalism and Class as Factors in the Revolution of 1917,' Ronald Suny, Oct 88 (CRSO #365). 
10. 'The Original Caste: Power, History, and Hierarchy in South Asia,' Nicholas Dirks, Oct 88 (CRSO #367). 
11. 'The Invention of Caste: Civil Society in Colonial India,' Nicholas Dirks, Oct 88 (CRSO #368). 
12. 'Sociology as a Discipline: Quasi-Science and Quasi-Humanities,' Mayer Zald, Oct 88 (CRSO #369). 
13. 'Constraints on Professional Power in Soviet-Type Society: Insights from the Solidarity Period in Poland,' Michael Kennedy and 
Konrad Sadkowski, Nov 88 (CRSO W371). 
14. 'Evolutionary Changes in Chinese Culture,' Martin Whyte, Nov 88 (CRSO #372). 
15. 'World Market, Class Conflict, and Rural Coercion in PostColonial Buenos Aires,' Karl Monsma, Nov 88 (CRSO W373). 
CSST 
4010 L S & A Building 
The University of Michigan 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 
48109-1382 
'Ritual and Resistance: Subversion as a Social Fact,' Nicholas Dirks, Dec 88 (CRSO #375). I ' 
'Social Transformations of Gender in Andean South America: A Working Annotated Bibliography,' Janise Hurtig, Dec 88 
(CRSO #376). 
'Labour History--Social History-Alltaasaeschichte: Experience, Culture, and the Politics of the Everyday. A New Direction for 
German Social History?' Geoff Uey, Jan 89 (CRSO #378). (Now in print in Joumal of Modem Histow 61 (Jun 89), pp. 
297-343.) . . . .  . 
'Notes on the Sociology of Medical Discourse: The Language of Case Presentation,' Renee Anspach, Jan 89 (CRSO #379). 
'World War Two and the Deradicalization of American Labor: A 'Deviant Case' Study,' Howard Kimeldorf, Feb 89 (CRSO 
#383). 
'Taking Stock: The First Year of CSST,' Geoff Hey, Feb 89 (CRSO #384). 
'Immigration Research: A Conceptual Map,' SiMa Pedraza-Bailey, Feb 89 (CRSO #385). 
'CulturelPowerMistory. Series Prospectus,' Sherry Ortner, Nicholas Dirks, and Geoff Hey, Mar 89, (CRSO #386). 
'A Feminist Perspective on Christopher Lasch, 'The Social Invasion of the Self',' Sherry Ortner, Apr 89 (CRSO #387). 
'Does Rational Choice Have Utility on the Margins?' Akos Rona-Tas, Apr 89 (CRSO #388). 
Research Fellows Conference Panel on The Politics of Social Transformation,' Seong Nae Kim, Joanne Goodwin, Kathleen 
Canning, Jun 89 (CRSO #389). 
Research Fellows Conference Panel on 'Struggle, Conflict, and Constraints on Social Change,' Anne Gorsuch and Sharon 
Reitman, Jun.89 (CRSO #390). 
Research Fellows Conference Panel on 'Subordinate Actors and their Marginal'ition in Social Theory,' Nilufer Isvan, Akos 
Rona-Tas, Cynthia Buckley, Theresa Deussen, and Mayfar Yang, Jun 89 (CRSO #391). 
Toward a Theory of Structure: Duality, Agency, and Transformation,' William Sewell, Jun 89 (CRSO #392). 
'The Power of Individual Subjectivity and the Subjectivity of Power in Education,' Peter Appelbaum, Ju189 (CRSO #396). 
'Family Ideology, Class Reproduction, and the Suppression of Obscenity in Nineteenth Century New York,' Nicola Beisel, Jul89 
(CRSO #397). 
'Author Meets Critics: Reactions to 'Theory and Anthropology since the Sixties,' Sheny Ortner, ed., Aug 89 (CRSO #398). 
'Does Social Theory Need History? Reflections on Epistemological Encounters in the Social Sciences,' Margaret Somers, Aug 
89 (CRSO #399). 
'Gender, History and Deconstruction: Joan Wallach Scott's Gender And The Politics Of Histoq,' Wlliam Sewell, Aug 89 (CRSO 
MOO). 
The Social Origins Of Dictatorship, Democracy and Socialist Revolution in Central America,' Jeffery Palge, Sep 89 (CRSO 
M 5 ) .  
'Max Weber Meets Feminism: A Reconstruction of Charisma,' Cheryl Hyde, Sep 89 (CRSO #407). 
'Understanding Strikes In Revolutinary Russia,' William Rosenberg, Sep 89 (CRSO W8).  
'Child Labor Laws: A Historical Case Of Public Policy Implementation,' Marjorie McCall-Sarbaugh and Mayer Zald, Oct 89 
(CRSO M 9 ) .  
'Putting German (and Britian) Liberalism into Context: Liberalism, Eumpe, and the Burgeoisie, 1840-1914,' Geoff Eley, Nov 89 
(CRSO #411). 
'Bringing Unions Back In (Or, Why We Need A New Old Labor History),' Howard Kimeldorf, Feb 90 (CRSO #414). 
'In Flight From Politics: Social History And Its Discontents,' David Mayfield and Susan Thome, Feb 90 (CRSO MIS). 
'Nations, Politics, and Political Cultures: Phang Habermas in the Nineteenth Century,' Geoff Eley, Apr 90 (CRSO #417). 
'Reviewing The Sodalist Tradiion,' Geoff Eley, Apr 90 (CRSO #418). 
'Rethinking Labor History: Toward a Post-Materialist ~he'bric,' William Sewell, May 90 (CRSO #421). 
'The Intelligentsia in the Constitution of Civil Societies and Post Communist Regimes in Hungary and Poland,' Michael 
Kennedy, Jul90 (CRSO #425). 
'The Constitution of Critical Intellectuals: Polish Physicians, Peace Activists and Democratic Civil Society,' Michael Kennedy, 
Apr 90 (CRSO #419). 
'Dominant Class and Statemaking in a Peripheral Area: Argentina after Independence,' Kad Monsma, Aug 90 (CRSO #429). 
'Eastern Europe's Lessons for Critical Intellectuals,' Michael Kennedy, Aug 90 (CRSO #430). 
'The Alternative in Eastern Eumpe at Century's Start: Brzozowski and Machajski on Intellectuals and Socialism,' Michael 
Kennedy, Aug 90 (CRSO M I ) .  
'Collective Violence and Collective Loyalties in France: Why tfie French Revolution Made a Difference,' William Sewell, Aug 90 
(CRSO #432). 
'Transformations of Normative Foundations and Empirical Sociologies: Class, Stratification and Democracy in Poland,' Michael 
Kennedy, Sep 90 (CRSO #433). 
.$What We Talk About When We Talk About History: The Conversations of History and Sociology,' Terrence McDonald, Oct 90 
(CRSO #442). 
'Is Vice Versa? Historical Anthmpologies and Anthmpological Histories,' Nicholas Dirks, Oct 90 (CRSO #443). 
'Nanativity, Culture, and Causality: Toward a New Historical Epistemology or Where is Sociology After the Historic Turn?' 
Margaret Somers, Oct 90 (CRSO W). 
'Is All the World a Text? From Social History to the History of Society Two Decades Later,' Geoff Eley, Oct 90 (CRSO #445). 
'Who Shapes the Text?: Sherpas and Sahibs on Mount Everest,' Sherry Ortner, Oct 90 (CRSO #446). 
What Social Theory Needs from History Now: Culture and Action as Problems for Historical Soaology,' Craig Calhoun, Oct 90 
(CRSO #447). 
Three Temporalities: Toward a Sociology of the Event,' William Sewell, Oct 90 (CRSO W). 
'The New Non-Science of Politics: On Turns to History in Political Science,' Rogers Smith, Oct 90 (CRSO #449). 
60. 'Feeling History: Reflections on the Western Culture Controversy,' Renato Rosaldo, Oct 90 (CRSO #450). 
61. 'Historiazing 'Experience," Joan Sco!t, Oct 90 (CRSO #451). 
62. 'The Past as Authority and as Social Critic: Stabilizing and Destabilizing Functions of History in Legal Argument,' Robert , 
Gordon, Oct 90 (CRSO W2). 
63. 'Discursive Forums, Cultural Practices: History and Anthropology in Literary Studies,' Steven Mullaney, Oct 90 (CRSO #453). 
64. 'Sexual Affronts and Racial Frontiers: ~ a i o n a l  Idenbty, 'Mixed Bloods and the Cultural Genealogies of Europeans in Colonial 
Southeast Asia,' Ann Stoler, May 91 (CRSO W). 
65. 'Cracking the Code Allegory and Political Mobiliition in the Greek Resistance,' Janet Hart, June 91 (CRSO #455). 
66. 'Nmtivity in History, Culture, and Lives,' Sherry Ortner, Sept 91 (CRSO #457). 
67. The End to Soviet-type Society and the Future of Post-Communism,' Michael Kennedy, Oct 91 (CRSO #458). 
68. 'Political Culture and the Public Sphere: Rethinking the Making of Citizenship,' Margaret Somers, Oct 91 (CRSO #459). 
69. 'Proletarian Dictator in a Peasant Land: Stalin as Ruler,' Ronald Suny, Oct 91 (CRSO #460). 
70. 'German History and the Contradictions of Modernity,' Geoff Eley, Feb 92 (CRSO #463). 
71. 'Resistance and Class Reproduction Among Middle Class Youth,' Sheny Ortner, April 92 (CRSO #466). 
72. 'Beyond Occidentalism: Towards Post-Imperial Geohistorical Categories,' Fernando Coronil, May 92 (CRSO #468). 
'If 'Woman' Is Just an Empty Category, Then Why am I Afraid to Walk Alone at Night?: Feminism, Post-Structuralism, and the 
Problematic Politics of Identity,' Laura Downs, May 92 (CRSO #469). 
The Return of the State,' Timothy Mitchell, May92 (CRSO #470). 
'Exterminating Gestures: On Linking the Coercive and Discursive Moments of Power,' David Scobey, May 92 (CRSO #471). 
'Beyond Contract-versus-Charity, Toward Participation and Provision: On the Concept of Social Citikenship,' Nancy Fraser and 
Linda Gordon, May 92 (CRSO #472). 
'Power in Popular Culture,' Roger Rouse, May 92 (CRSO #473). 
'Children on the Imperial Divide: Sentiments and Citizenship in Colonial Southeast Asia,' Ann Stoler, May 92 (CRSO #474). 
'Powers of Desire: Specularity and the Subject of the Tudor State,' Linda Gregerson, May 92 (CRSO #475). 
'Intellectuals, Intellectuality, and the Restructuring of Power after Modernity and Communism,' Michael Kennedy, May 92 
(CRSO #476). 
'Foucault of Power: ... Politics from Behind. ..Societies on the Diagonal,' Keith Meld, May 92 (CRSO #477). 
'Mass Media and Moral Discourse: Social Class and the Rhetoric of Abode",' Andrea Press. May 92 (CRSO 11478). 
'Contesting the Power of Categories: Discourse, Experience, and Feminist Resistance,' Kathleen Canning, May 92 (CRSO 
#479). 
'The Dialectics of Decolonization: Nationalism and Labor Movements in Postwar Africa,' Fred Cooper, May 92 (CRSO M O ) .  
85. 'Perpetrators, Accomplices, Victims: Further Reflections of Domination as Social Practice,' Alf Ludtke, May 92 (CRSO M I ) .  
86. 'Consumer Cultures, Political Discourse and the Problem of Cultural Politics,' Frank Morf May 92 (CRSO #482). 
